Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/10/14 : CIA-RDP90-00806R0001 0051 0004-0 


STAT 


OS PAGE. 


HUMAN events 
16 Marcn 1985 


I WKEK'S NEWS F«K>M 


_ InsideSWashingtou 


-mill 


How UX. Times Hurt U.S. National Interests 


Americans concerned about the abuse ofpower 
by the liberal media have a new semi-hero— Lt. 
Gen. John T. Chain Jr., the director of the State 
Department Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs. 

In response to a New York Times rep orter gho 
disclosed iop-secrei informa t ion, the general has 
publicly said, i " effecT --Shame on you!’' 

Ironically, the Times reponer, Leslie H. Gelb 
was director of . he Bureau of Politico-Military Af- 
fairs in the Carter Administration. This fact, in 
Chain’s view, made the disclosure even more 
serious and irresponsible. 

In 0 front-page st orv on February 13. Gelb 
r eported ihe contents of a cla ssineo U.S. govern^ 
on U.S. nuclear weapons straiep^ 

He revealed the names of the countries identified in 
the document as possible recipients ofU.S. nuclear 
weapons and also described the recise character- 
•■jsnes of the weapons that might be deployed in 
such an emergency. 

The document had been given to the 77wesby an 
associate of the Institute for Policy Studies (IPS), a 
controversial think-tank often criticized for cozy- 
ing up to Communist regimes. How IPS got hold 
or this document is a question that observers say 

- should be answered by the Justice Department. 

As a "resuit of the story, Gen. Chain barred his 
starr from talking to Gelb. Moreover,. Gelb s , 
nhoioeraph in the State Department put t ere to 
honoris service in the Carter years - was ordered 

removed and in its place was inserted the state-_ 

menuv ;v~-. ' V *.v- .v-- . .. . 

. VRemoved for cause. The P.M. ft.e. Q el b) t 
willingly; -willfully and knowingly publish in 1985 
classified information, the Telease of which is 

harmful and damaging to the country. 

Gen Chain has since backed down from these 
strong actions. He lifted the order barring mem- 
bers of his staff from talking to Gelb and the state- 
ment replacing the photograph has also been 
removed. However, the photograph itself has not 
been returned, and Geib is sore about it. 

•M would like the picture restored and my good 
name restored as welL” Gelb told us. He said Gen. 
Chain's actions were ‘‘totally uncalled for. 

Gclb’s story was written in such a wav as to sug- 
gest that countries which enjoy the protection of 
The U.S. nuclear umbrella have the automatic right 
to know how they might fit into U.S nucle fJ 
defense strategy. But the document itself dealt with 
u hypothetical situation and the countries named in 
•„ — though noi told in advance of the plans — 
would be free to accept or reject the deployment of 
U.S. nuclear weapons. 


Gelb noied in his siory that the document had 
already been the subject of press coverage in other 
countries and had caused an uproar in some be- 
cause they had not been * 4 in formed’ 1 by the- U.S. 
Administration of their possible role. What Gelb s 
story succeeded in doing was cause even more of an 
uproar. 

One of the countries named in the document, for 
example, was Canada. On the same day that Gelb’s 

article appcaredrth« _ conservative“govemment Tif “ 
Prime Minister Brian Muironey came under in- 
creasing internal pressure to pledge not to allow 
U.S. nuclear weapons on Canadian soil under any 
circumstances. 

The fear expressed by Administration of- 
ficials is that these countries may be pressured 
into following the example of New Zealand, 
which recently announced that it would not 
even allow U.S. warships with nuclear 
weapons or propelled by nuclear power to 
dock at its ports. 

The role in the controversy played by the In- 
stitute for Policy Studies - an organization ex- 
tremely critical of U.S. nuclear policy-was 
acknowledged in the part of Gelb’s story that was 
continued back on page 12. He noted that the 
document, dated 1975. was “apparently given to 
authorities in Canada. Iceland. Bermuda and 
Puerto Rico by William M. Arktn, who was identi- 
fied as j usl‘ ‘a nuclear weapons expert at the as - 
ingion-based institute for Policy Studies. Arktn 
also “made available” the document to the Times. 

When we asked why he did not disclose the left- 
wing orientation of the IPS. Gelb said n wasn t his 
general practice to describe organizations on either 
side of the political spectrum. “Once you get into 
the business of labeling,” he said “that ts a way 
of discrediting or pigeonholing. He said what an 
organization says “should speak for itself. 

But in the nninion of im -rna) security and intel- 
. v „ R , i r -- IPS is an organization 
A..IH pxnose d and discregueu. T he rroug n a s- 
fj£n criticized c - SESI ^' ing CQ - m - 
munist aims . 

In for example, w hen the IPS stage 

“ conference ] on riiwmiament in jSSSKS g 
appneies o f rh. soviet regi.iit.l^membersof 
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